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_ No. 

PCT/US03/40479 



L X Ms iteT 0n 1,16 kternMl0nal - *° ^- g e in W hich it was 

D ^Ti'Ll^rSI^ fr ° m &e ° ri8inal ,anfiUage 11110 *• fol,owin 8 'anguage 

wnicn is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of: '' 

□ international search (under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)) 

□ publication of the international application (under Rule 12.4) 

□ international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 and/or 55.3) 

2 - based on r^W^ sheets wh ich have ^ 

and are not annexed to this report): invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" 

the international application as originally filed/furnished 
the description: 

pages 1-16 as originally filed/furnished 

pages* NONE received by this Authority on 

pages received by this Authority on " 

the claims: 

pages 1730 as originally filed/furnished 

S S ^ ame ° d K d ( ? gether With any Statement > »*r Article 19 

pages NONE received by this Authority on 

pages* NONE received by this Authority on ~ 



the drawings: 

pages U4 a s originally filed/furnished 

pa S es * received by this Authority on 

pa & es * M2NE received by this Authority on IZZI^ZZZ~~~ 

□ a sequence listing and/or any related table(s) - see Supplemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing. 

3 M The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

the description, pages nomt? 

the claims, Nos . nhmp ■— — 



the drawings, sheets/figsJSQME. 



the sequence listing (specify): nthmf 



any table(s) related to the sequence listing (specify):_MWE 



go beyond the disclosure as filed, as mdicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 



□ the description, pages 

□ the claims, Nos 



□ the drawings, sheets/figs 

□ the sequence listing (specify)- 

any table(s) related to the sequence listing (specify):. 
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B ° X N °' V S^r^ ArtiCle 35(2) With regard t o ° ovelt y> «fP or industrial 

applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 



Inventive Step (IS) 
Industrial Applicability (IA) 



2. Citations and Explanations (Rule 70.7) 
Please See Continuation Sheet 



Claims 1-23 



Claims NONE 



Claims NONE 



Claims 1-23 



_YES 
_NO 

.YES 
NO 



Claims 1-23 



Claims NONE 



YES 
NO 
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Box No. Vn Certain defects in the international application 



Interaaliuiul iippSHonNoT 
PCT/US03/40479 



The following defects in the form or contents of the international application have been noted: 

?Smto^ t0 RU,e 662(a)(Hi) 35 me ™* defec « s > *>™ or contents thereof: THere is 
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In case the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient. 
Continuation of: 



V. 2. Citations and Explanations: 

ini.^^JS^SSJSt inVeWive Step u " hr PCT A " icle 33(3) as being obvious over Grynber * et aI - us 

^Sn^hl'r^HK 12, 21 ' P 13 ^? teaches 311 OP*** media storage device of a selected format that 
is adapted to be read by and optical reader (abstract), comprising: (a) a substrate having a first surface mdln 
opposite second surface (abstract, fig. 2), said first surface having a data structure form^ £if wWch 

£4?67V a a n Zl re8 : 0n C ° nfi f red t0 generate ° ne ° r m ° re errOTS When read ^ *» reader (col. 1 

eSon ILjJwEFS? re8, «^v VUlg , """f - ^"national pits and lands obtained when said anomaly 
S ^ f 5 *^ f lnformational re gi°« corresponding to an authentication program 

rLT )- - ^ ma ^ tea ° heS *** featUres of ^ claim not te "8* °y Grynberg, namely a storage 
^TZSTfT*? f d ** S3id hashing ^ orithm Executed Igainst sL anonSy 

"5 ^ ^ (C ° L 9 liDeS 15 " 30) - Lmnartz does not ex P licifl y a metallic reflective 
"FT "* (C) 3 pr0teCtive ^ ^P 08 * over said m «alhc reflective layer 
or a substrate that comprises polycarbonate and said protective layer is a polymeric film, however such are 
inherent to the system since these are features found on the optical media described by Linnarte^CD D VD ■ 
col. 4 lines 25-40). Therefore it would have been obvious o one of ordinary skill in the art at^e time of me 
invention to incorporate these features into the system of Grynberg. It would have been Tj^le Tdo so at 
this would increase the security of digital content delivery. aesiraoie to oo so as 

^° r , ° Ia ! mS 2 / 13 ' 22, LiDnartZ teaches the features of claim ^ Grynberg doesn't, namely an 
optical media storage device according to claim 1 wherein said application program is operativeTexeSte 
improperly if said test hash value is different than the target hash value (coL 9 iLs 15?30 T^rXeT 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to mcor^raS thlse 
features into the system of Grynberg. It would have been desirable to do so as this woidd Kse Purity 
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Supplemental Box 
of digital content delivery. 



As for claim 5 Lmnartz teaches the features of the claim that Grynberg fails to teach, namely a media storage 

ITS cTo ! Dg t0 i^ S3id ^° rithm is obscured ^«aid appnS pTgra^ £ft linS 8 

20-60, col. 9 lines 15-30). Therefore it would have been obvious o one of ordinary skill in Srt at the toe 
of the mvention to mcorporate these features into the system of Grynberg. It wouZ have beeTd^ irable Ho 
so as this would increase the security of digital content delivery. aesirable to do 

As for claims 6, 17 and 18, Grynberg teaches a media storage device according to claim 1 wherein said 
sXate (l°2i g6rPrint re8i ° n ^ S3id eXeCUtaWe regi ° n rCSide at s ^ ate Son! oSd 

As for claims 9,10, 18 and 19 Grynberg teaches a media storage device according to claim 1 wherein said 
anomaly region comprises a plurality of continuous physical defects. formed on said subsSe Jd wherem 
said anomaly region comprises a plurality of anomalies formed on said substrate which ^<£ra£S3l 
falling outside of normal operating specifications for the selected format (col. 2 £ 25 35) CharaCtenStlCS 

As for claim 11, Linnartz teaches the features of the claim that Grynberg fails to teach, namely a media 
storage device according to claim 1 wherein the informational pits and lands associated S said Werorint 

2 art 7£tS7<£ h 4 ^ 25 : 67) - ™ erefore h would been obvious o ofo^fSSr 

hln h u, ? ° f 016 mventlon to "^corporate these features into the system of Grynberg ftwould have 
syTtem S ° 38 *" ^ l " Cre " e ** rapkUty at Wbich such formation's rerrieved by me 

L-S Wew i officSice 2 ' ^ * "* " ^ "» ^ PCT ^ 33 < 3 > - obvious over Grynberg and 

t S JZ C !S^L 3 ' 14 \? 30(1 2 h filiation of Grynberg and Linnartz do not teach an optical media 
storage device according to claim 1 wherein said hashing algorithm is MD-5. However OfiSal NoticTmav 
be taken that die use of such a hashing algorithm is old and well known in the art. Therefore kmSSSES 
been obvious to one of ordinary skUl in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate Zsl Stoes i7o 

TJs, Tu ° f Giynb ,? g LinnartZ - * WOuld have been desirabl * to ^ so as tm^algonuTl v^wiS 
used and hence would mcrease the utility of the system employing it. ^ y 

^J°f clahas J ™ d \ 5 : ** combination of Grynberg and Linnartz do not teach an optical media storage 
SSf^ of T 3 h wh ^ said tar eet hash value is a 128-bit key. However OffiSalS be 
token that the use of such a hashing key is old and well known in the art. Therefore it would have been 
^ r ° ne of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate thZl feaS into the 

LUmartZ - 11 W ° Uld ^ ^ dCSirable to d ° - - this would increase £2& of 

As for claim 20 the claim is directed towards a method for manufacturing the optical disk taught by the 
combination of Grynberg and Linnartz in claim 1 . The combination used m the rejection ofS 1 tSches all 

maSc^Howte^ ™ °? *» ^ ° f a maSteri ^ tape * * e P roducti on o^e arSe^f 

SSJfa ^ ?w • , i MH ? wl NotlCe may be teken that the "se of a master tape in the production of optical 

s^in the S 2 3 me I. 31 ? r 1 ^ in ^ ^ Tberelbre * WOuId have b ^ n ob ™£ to one of orS^ 
^ .?k tUn f of * e T^ 100 to incorporate these features into the system of Grynberg and 

mZSturJ b 6 10 d ° 80 38 W0Uld inCreaSC Speed at which n ™ *5 oould be 
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